302 .FOOD AND DRUGS:ACT [N.J., F: B.

fever, diphtheria, measles, smallpox, pneumoma, or :any . dlsease whxchi unpov-

enshes the bloeod.. -
On June 27, 1934, the . defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere, and the
court imposed a ﬁne of 5200 :
o M L. Wn,sort Actmg Searetary fof Agrwulture

22606 Misbra.ndlng of . wlteh hazel. 0. s. '(. 70 Bottles, et Bl.,: qt W:lteh
Hazel: Ig)etault decrees of eondemnation, forfeiture, and destruct!on.
(F. & nos. 82041, 82419. Sample nos. 67058-A, 67613-A -B7614-4.)

.Examination of the witch hazel involved in these cases showed that the
Iabelmg contained unwarranted curative and therapeutlc ‘clgims, o

On_February 27 and March 27, 1934, the United States “gttornéy “for the
Mrddle District of " Pennsylvama actmg Wpon’ reports by the Secretary “of
Agnculture, filed in the district” court libels pr,aym selzure ‘and ‘condenina-
tion of 171 'large bottlés and 53 small bottles of witch hazel &t Scranton, Pa.,
alleging .that the article ‘"had been sh1pped m interstate commerce by the
Hallock Denton Co., from. Newark N g ’th'a por_tions had been shipped
'~ 29 and December 15, 1933, ‘and January 15, 1934 “that the’ remamder had
been shipped at some time prior to 1933; and ‘that the article was misbranded
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended.

- Analysis of a sample of the artlcle by th1s Department showed that it Was
dlstﬂled extract of witch hazel.

It was alleged 1n ‘the’ hbels that the artlcle was msbranded in that the
follong statements appearmg ‘on_the labels, regardinv its curdtive or thera-
peutic effects were false and fraudulent; (Bottle, large size) * For the relief
of * #* ‘Wounds, - Pamful , Swellings, Lamé Back, ' Piles; ' Sore “Throdt
* x x Rheumatxsm o &C &C. Directions For all’ ‘external inftam-
mation bathe freely with the extract and if convenient apply a cloth wet with
the -extract and keep it moist unhl relieved. * '*, * For open wo‘unds
ulcers, old sores, sore nipples, sore eyes &C d11ute one half W1th pure water
and use in the same way ”; (bottle and’ carton, small s1ze) “A valuable re’nfxedy
for the rehef of rheumatism  * . *_ * piles, ulcers, sore feet, and in’all ca.‘Ses
where an’ ‘external remedy is requ1red For. mternal d1sease take from ten
to thirty -drops in.a little cold water.”

On - August 21, 1934 no clzumant having appeared for the property,‘ judg-
ments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it wés ordered *th
court that the product be destroyed by the ‘United . States marshal, "~

M L. WILSON, Aotmg Seoretary of Agrtculture

22607. Misbranding' of Phyllosan. . S. W, 35 Bottles a.nd 107 Bottles of
- Phyllosan. Default decrees of condemnation, forfetture,
_destruction. (F. & D. nos. 32782, 82783. :Sample nos. 11326-A, 11333—A)

" This case involved shipments of Phyllosan the labels of whrch bore un-
warranted curative ‘and therapeutic claims, :

On May 28, 1934, the United States attorney for the Southern Distnct of
New York, acting upon a. report by the ‘Secretary of Agriculture, filed ‘in "the
district court libels praying seizure ‘and condemnation of 142 bottles ‘of ‘Phyl-
losan at New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped'in inter-
state commerce, on Or about May 2 and May 9, 1934, by J. G. McElvie, from
Ramsey, N, J., and charging mlsbrandmg in v1olat10n of the Food and Drugs
Act as amended

Analysis of a sample of the article by this Department  showed ® that it
‘consisted essentially of extract of plant material, chleﬁy chlorOphyII and
inorganic material,.chiefly calcium phosphate.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was- m1sbranded in that the
following statements in the labelmg were statements regarding the curative
or therapeut1c effects of the article, and were falSe and fraudulént: (Carton)
“ Stimulates Blood Making Organs Builds Red "Blopd Invigorates and Eneft-
gises * * *’ Resultmg in marked and progressive improvement * ¥ - *
The Improvement Under its use is Marked and Progressive ”; (bottle) « Builds
Red Blood Stimulates Blood Makmg Organs_Incréases the number of red cells
and the’ Hemoglobm LA Improves Metabolism Phyllosan is readlly
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absorbéd into the blood * ok s resultmg in marked and . pmvresswe-
improvement.” s

‘On’June 15, 1934, no claimant having appeared for: the. property, Judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal,

M. L.*WILSON, Acting Secretary of Agrwulture

22608, Adulteration and misbranding of whisky. U. S. v. 75 Cases, et al.,
of Whisky. Consent decrees of condemnation and forfeitare.
Product released nnder bond to be relabeled. (F. & D. nos. 32739,
.82772, 82773, 82781. Sample nos 41448—A T2182-A, 72133—A T2134-A,

. ‘72151—A 72153— )

This case involved wh1sky, labeled “ for medicinal purposes » which failed
to conform -to the- specifications of the United States Pharmacopoeia since
it :-had not been aged for 4 years in -charred wood containers, it contained
caramel which concealed lack of storage and is specifically prohibited by the
pharmacopoeia, - and the acidity and esters were less than the minimum
required by the pharmacopoeia. 'l‘he aleohol content Was declared as “ proof ”
and not in percentage of aleohol, ~

On' May 21, May 26, and@ May 29 1934 the Umted States attorney for the
Eastern District of M1ssouri -acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture, filed in the district court libels praying seizure and -condemnation of
242 cases and 140 botiles of whisky at St. Louis, Mo. . On May 26, 1984,’a libel
was filed in the Eastern Distriet of Illinois agamst 45 cases and 21 bettles of
whisky at East St. Louis, IlIl. It was. alleged in the-libels that the article
had been ‘shipped in interstate commercee, in various shipments, on or: about
December 20, 1933, January 12 and February 1, 1934, by -the Brown-Forman
Distmery Co., from Louisville, Ky., and chargmg adulteration and misbranding
in ‘vielation- of the Food and Drugs Act. The article’was labeled, variously:

“Old Hawthorne A Blend of Whiskies”; “Old Polk 100 Proof Straight
Whisky” ‘Major Paul’s A Blend of Whiskles i | all brands) “ For Medicinal
Purposes - Only "o

It was alleged in the 11be1s that the art1cle was adulterated in that it was
sold under a hame’ recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia and dif-
fered from the standard of strength, quality, and purity as determined by the
test laid down in the said pharmacopoela official at the tlme of investlgatlon,
and its own standard was not stated on the label.

M1sbranding was alleged for the reason that the statemen “ For Medicinal
Purposes Only ”, borne on the labels, was false and m1s1eadmg and for the
further ‘réason that the article failed to bear a statement on the label of the
quantity or proportion of alcohol contained therein., ‘Misbranding was alleged
with respect to & portion of the article for the further reason that the state-
ment “ Straight Whisky ” was false and misleading. :

“On June 8 and June 7, 1934, the Brown-Forman Distillery Co., Lou1sv111e,
Ky., claimant, having adm1tted the altegations of the libels and havmg con-
sented to the entry of decrees condemning and forfeiting the product, judg-
ments ‘were entered finding the produet adulterated and misbranded, and
ordering that it be released to the claimant upon payment of costs and the
execution of bonds totaling $5,500, conditioned that it should not be sold or
msposed of until relabeled.

- M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secreta/ry of Agriculture.

22609 Misbranding of Rabbit Supto. U S. v. Snpto Manufacturing Co.
Plea 'of guilty. Fine, 810 and costs. (F. & D. no. 382119. Sample
no. 36618-A.) .
- Examination of the drug product involved in this case showed that it con-
tained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing certain
curative and therapeutic effects claimed in the labeling. ‘
‘On April 6, 1934, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Iowa, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court an information against the Supto Manufacturing Co., a corporation, Des
Moines, Towa, alleging shipment by said company, in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act as amended, on or about March 15, 1933, from the State of Iowa
into the State of Ilhnms, of a quantity of Rabb1t Supto which was misbranded.
It was alleged in the information that the article was misbranded in that
the following statements appearing on the can label, regarding the therapeutic



